IN THE COURT OF DISTRICT OFFICER REVENUE, LAHORE.

In re:

Shahzadi Bilqees Akhter etc.

VERSUS

The Secretary Pakistan Railways etc.

WRITTEN REPLY TO THE APPEAL ON BEHALF OF THE RESPONDENTS NO. 1 TO 3. 

Respectfully Sheweth:- 

PRELIMINARY OBJECTIONS

1. That appeal under reply is not maintainable in any form, hence the same is liable to be dismissed. Pakistan Railway is a department of central Government and is not a department of Punjab Government, therefore, any acquisition of land by Railway is out of question. 

2. That appeal under reply is Hopelessly. Barred by time, hence the same is liable to be dismissed. He is challenging the order dated 26.06.1913 in the year 2005 after 92 years on lame excuse of not in the knowledge of their father at the time of receiving compensation and up till his death. 

3. That the appeal is bad for misjoinder and non joinder of necessary party, their main objection depends upon the Government of Punjab alleging that area acquired by Government of Punjab vide Gazette Notification 16.03.1909 for the said purpose, but they did not implead Government of Punjab as party in their titled appeal. There is no specific proof that Pakistan Railway had acquired the alleged said land. 

4. That appellants are misguiding this Honourable Court on lame execute just to gain something from Government in the shadow of alleged allegations, hence their appeal is liable to be dismissed. They themselves are cheating and making fraud with department of Railways. 

5. That appeal under reply has been filed with ulterior motive and malafide intention, just to harass, pressurize the defendants / respondents to gain something. 

6. That appellant has got no right or legal status to file the titled appeal without any cause of action, hence their appeal liable for rejection under order 7 rule 11 CPC. 

7. That this Honourable Court has got no jurisdiction to adjudicate upon the matter, hence their appeal liable for rejection under the ground of jurisdiction. 

8. That no declaration of legal heirs of deceased Faiz Muhammad has been appended with appeals as required under the law, hence the same is liable to be dismissed. 

9. That no copy of report FIR demarcation and assessed value of land have been appended alongwith the appeal. 
ON FACTS

1. Para No. 1 is incorrect, hence denied. Pakistan Railway had not acquired land through any Government as stated / alleged in this para. 

2. Para No. 2 is incorrect, hence denied. Reply has been given above in para No. 1. 

3. Para No. 3 is incorrect, hence denied. Contents of this para are not correct. Not conceding, but at the time of receiving the compensation, every fact was in the knowledge of alleged Faiz Muhammad other wise he never received the compensation of alleged land. The appellants themselves admitted in para (d) of their grounds that their father has paid the compensation of 26-Kanals and not for the whole land 56K-18M. This act of Faiz Muhammad do not prove any fraud, but it proves that he was very much aware of all the facts on which he did not object, without filing any complaint or objection to the revenue authority in this regard.  

4. Para No. 4 is incorrect, hence denied. Contents of this para are not correct. No date of knowledge and filing the application have been mentioned, in appeal, just to avoid from limitation, otherwise their appeal is hopelessly barred by time and law. 

5. Para No. 5 is incorrect, hence denied on the following grounds: 
G R O U N D S

a. Para (a) is incorrect, hence denied. Contents of this para are not correct. The allegations levelled in this para against the answering respondents are false, frivolous and baseless. 

b. Para (b) is incorrect, hence denied. Pakistan Railway is a department of central Government had not acquired any land through and Government as alleged in this para. 

c. Para (c) is incorrect, hence denied. Contents of this para are not correct. The allegations levelled in this para against answering respondents are not correct. 

d. Para (d) shows / proves that every fact was in the knowledge of alleged Faiz Muhammad at the time of receiving the compensation of land and inspite of this fact, he did not report to the revenue authority. The allegations levelled in this para against answering respondents are not true. 

e. Para (e) is incorrect, hence denied. Detail reply has been given in above paras. 

f. Para (f) is incorrect, hence denied. This Honourable Court has got no jurisdiction to hear and decide the appeal. 

g. Para (g) is incorrect, hence denied. Appellants will not suffer irreparable loss and injury. 
It is, therefore, respectfully prayed that appeal under reference / reply may kindly be dismissed with cost. 

Answering Respondents No. 1 to 3 

through

Advocate

